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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments filed 21 May 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that Takimoto et al do not disclose, or render obvious, 
the claimed features of notifying a user regarding authority of the user to use a printing 
apparatus prior to transmission of a request to execute a print job, as recited in 
independent claim 1 . 

It is well-known that users log into networks to validate their identities as 
authorized users when entering a "live" network or when booting up a machine that 
requires authentication prior to executing any commands or requesting services. It is 
also well-known that a service provider that bundles services to a user requires that a 
user be validated before being allowed to use the service and/or any of it's bundled 
services (i.e., printing documents as a service included in the bundle). 

Service providers require necessary authentication of user requests in order to 
send necessary signals or identifiers that permit a user access to machines provided by 
the service. 

The instant application did not originally claim informing a user "prior to the 
transmission of the request to execute the print job to be printed by the printing 
apparatus". Examiner submits that it is well-known to log-in to a system and be notified 
of validation prior to requesting a print job from a service provider. 
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As examples, (1) see Fujitani et al (US 20010034747 A1), Figs. 8 and 9, and 
related disclosure; and (2) see Henderson et al (US 20020060808 A1), page 5, para. 
0111, lines 19-25. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sidll in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-119 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takimoto et al (USPN 6.202,092 B1) in view of Fujitano et al (US 20010034747 A1). 

With respect to claim 1 , Takimoto et al disclose a printing system comprising: 

a printing apparatus (printer 3, col. 4, lines 7-12, Fig. 1); 

a terminal apparatus (server computer 2, col. 3, lines 52-58) for transmitting 
information including a request to execute a print job and receiving information; 

notification means (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 
22b, col. 3, lines 59-63) for notifying a user of said printing apparatus of information on 
authority of the user to use said printing apparatus prior to the transmission of the 
request to execute the print job to be printed by the printing apparatus; and 

a network (network line (not shown), col. 4, lines 31-36) connecting said printing 
apparatus, said terminal apparatus, and said notification means so that information 
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transmission and reception in the system is performed through an electrical signal via 
said network. 

Takimoto et a! does not disclose notifying a user prior to the transmission of the 
request to execute the print job to be printed by the printing apparatus. 

Fujitano teaches a system that notifies a user of validation prior to requesting a 
print job from a service provider, see at least Figs. 8 and 9. and related disclosure. 

Takimoto et a! and Fujitano are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of network printing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of Fujitano to 
Takimoto et al in order to obtain a method of validating a user prior to a network 
request. The motivation for doing so would be to check a permission prior to submitting 
job information. 

With respect to claim 2, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein said network is a local area network (network line (not shown), col. 4, 
lines 31-36). 

With respect to claim 3, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein said printing apparatus comprises said notification means (server 
computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b. col. 3, lines 59-63 and are 
attached as discussed in col. 6, lines 62-67). 

With respect to claim 4, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 1, wherein said notification means notifies the user (col. 5, lines 15-20) of the 
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information on the authority of the user to use said printing apparatus through said 
terminal apparatus. 

With respect to claim 5, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein said notification means notifies the user of a change in the authority of 
the user (col. 5, lines 15-20) to use said printing apparatus when the change is effected. 

With respect to claim 6, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein said notification means notifies the user (col. 5, lines 15-20 and the 
user is authorized to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30) of an 
entry of the authority of the user to use said printing apparatus when said printing 
apparatus is newly introduced to the system. 

With respect to claim 7, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 1, further comprising: 

setting means for setting the authority of the user (the user is authorized to read 
and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30) to use said printing apparatus; 
and 

determination means (security validation portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59-67) for 
determining whether to perform printing based on user information or job information 
included in a print job transmitted from said temiinal apparatus and on the authority of 
the user to use said printing apparatus, wherein said setting means and said 
determination means are connected to said network. 

With respect to claim 8. Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 7, further comprising usage authority management means (print request analyzing 



Application/Control Number: 10/025,759 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2625 

portion 22a, coi. 5, lines 3-14) for managing the authority of the user to use said printing 
apparatus, said usage authority management means connected to said networl^ and 
comprising said notification means. 

With respect to claim 9, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 8, wherein said setting means, said determination means, said notification means, 
and said usage authority management means are realized by a processing operation of 
a central processing unit (Examiner notes that it is well-known for computing analysis of 
a system as that of Takimoto et al to be done by processor(s)). 

With respect to claim 10, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 7, wherein: said terminal apparatus comprises: 

inquiry means (step S21 of Fig. 5) for transmitting to said determination means 
an inquiry as to whether the user has the authority to use said printing apparatus; and 
presentation means for presenting the user with a result of the inquiry received from 
said notification means; and 

said notification means (server computer 2 containing a security validating 
portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59-63) notifies the user whether the user has the authority to 
use said printing apparatus upon receiving the inquiry transmitted from said inquiry 
means. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 10, wherein said inquiry means transmits the Inquiry when said terminal apparatus 
is activated (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b, col. 3, lines 
59-63). 
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With respect to claim 12, Takimoto et a! disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 10, wherein said inquiry means transmits the inquiry before said terminal 
apparatus transmits a request to execute the print job to said printing apparatus (print 
request analyzing portion 22a, col. 5, lines 3-14). 

With respect to claim 13, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 7, wherein the authority of the user to use said printing apparatus is set for each 
of functions of said printing apparatus (col. 5, lines 3-19). 

With respect to claim 14, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 13, wherein said tenninal apparatus further comprises means for modifying 
printing conditions of the print job so that the printing conditions exclude a printing 
condition using a function that the user is not authorized to use (the user is authorized 
to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14- 
23). 

With respect to claim 15, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 13, wherein said terminal apparatus further comprises means for modifying a 
printing condition of the print job which condition uses a function that the user is not 
authorized to use so that the printing condition uses only a function that the user is 
authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and modify the database, col. 4, lines 
26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 16, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 13, wherein said terminal apparatus further comprises means for requesting the 
user to modify printing conditions of the print job so that the printing conditions exclude 
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a printing condition using a function that the user is not authorized to use (the user is 
authorized to read and modify the database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14- 
23). 

With respect to claim 17, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 13, wherein said terminal apparatus further comprises means for requesting the 
user to modify a printing condition of the print job which condition uses a function that 
the user is not authorized to use so that the printing condition uses only a function that 
the user is authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and modify the database, 
col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 18, Takimoto et al disclose a printing system as claimed in 
claim 13, wherein said terminal apparatus obtains the information on the authority of the 
user set for each of the functions of said printing apparatus and presents the user with 
the obtained information before transmitting a request to execute the print job to said 
printing apparatus (see col. 3, line 59 - col. 4. line 19). 

Takimoto et al does not disclose notifying a user prior to the transmission of the 
request to execute the print job to be printed by the printing apparatus. 

Fujitano teaches a system that notifies a user of validation prior to requesting a 
print job from a service provider, see at least Figs. 8 and 9, and related disclosure. 

Takimoto et al and Fujitano are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of network printing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of Fujitano to 
Takimoto et al in order to obtain a method of validating a user prior to a network 
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request. The motivation for doing so would be to check a permission prior to submitting 
job information. 

With respect to claim 19, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus comprising: 

a central processing unit (Examiner notes that it is well-known for computing 
analysis of a system as that of Takimoto et al to be done by processor(s)) controlling an 
operation of the entire printing apparatus; and 

notification means (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 
22b, col. 3, lines 59-63) for notifying a user of the printing apparatus of information on 
authority of the user to use the printing apparatus prior to transmission of a request to 
execute a print job to be printed by the printing apparatus. 

With respect to claim 20, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 1 9, wherein said notification means is connected to a terminal apparatus via a 
network and notifies the user of the information on the authority thereof to use the 
printing apparatus through the terminal apparatus (network line (not shown), col. 4, lines 
31-36). 

With respect to claim 21 , Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 20, wherein the network is a local area network (network line (not shown), col, 
4, lines 31-36). 

With respect to claim 22, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 20, further comprising setting means (the user is authorized to read and modify 
the database, col. 4, lines 26-30) for setting the authority of the user to use the printing 
apparatus, said setting means being connected to the network. 
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With respect to claim 23, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 20, wherein said notification means notifies the user of a change in the authority 
of the user to use said printing apparatus when the change is effected (the user is 
authorized to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, 
lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 24, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 20, wherein said notification means (server computer 2 containing a security 
validating portion 22b. col. 3, lines 59-63) notifies the user of an entry of the authority of 
the user to use said printing apparatus when said printing apparatus is newly Introduced 
to the system. 

With respect to claim 25, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 20, wherein said notification means (server computer 2 containing a security 
validating portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59-63) notifies the user whether the user has the 
authority to use said printing apparatus upon receiving an inquiry transmitted from the 
terminal apparatus. 

With respect to claim 26, Takimoto et al disclose a printing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 25, wherein the authority of the user to use said printing apparatus is set for 
each of functions of the printing apparatus (the user is authorized to read and modify 
the database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 27, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus 
comprising: 
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a central processing unit (Examiner notes that it is well-l^nown for computing 
analysis of a system as that of Takimoto et al to be done by proGessor(s)) controlling an 
operation of the entire terminal apparatus; 

inquiry means (step S21 of Fig. 5) for transmitting an inquiry as to whether a user 
of a printing apparatus has authority to use the printing apparatus; and 

presentation means (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 
22b, col. 3, lines 59-63) for presenting the user with a result of the inquiry, 

wherein the terminal apparatus is configured to receive information as to the 
authority of the user to use the printing apparatus, prior to transmission of a request to 
execute a print job to be printed by the printing apparatus. 

Takimoto et al does not disclose notifying a user prior to the transmission of the 
request to execute the print job to be printed by the printing apparatus. 

Fujitano teaches a system that notifies a user of validation prior to requesting a 
print job from a service provider, see at least Figs. 8 and 9, and related disclosure. 

Takimoto et al and Fujitano are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of network printing. At the time of the Invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of Fujitano to 
Takimoto et al In order to obtain a method of validating a user prior to a network 
request. The motivation for doing so would be to check a permission prior to submitting 
job information. 

With respect to claim 28, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 27, wherein said Inquiry means and said presentation means are connected via 
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a network (network line (not shown), col. 4, lines 31-36) to the printing apparatus, 
determination means for determining whether to perform printing based on user 
information or job information included in a print job transmitted from the terminal 
apparatus and on the authority of the user to use the printing apparatus, and notification 
means for notifying the user of information on the authority of the user to use the 
printing apparatus so that said inquiry means transmits the inquiry to the determination 
means and said presentation means receives the result from the notification means 
(server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59-63). 

With respect to claim 29, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 28, wherein the network is a local area network (network line (not shown), col. 
4, lines 31-36). 

With respect to claim 30, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 27, wherein said inquiry means transmits the inquiry when the terminal 
apparatus is activated (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b, 
col. 3, lines 59-63). 

With respect to claim 31 , Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 27, wherein said inquiry means (print request analyzing portion 22a, col. 5, lines 
3-14). 

Takimoto et al does not disclose transmitting the inquiry before the terminal 
apparatus transmits a request to execute a print job to the printing apparatus. 

Fujitano teaches a system that notifies a user of validation prior to requesting a 
print job from a service provider, see at least Figs. 8 and 9, and related disclosure. 
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Takimoto et al and Fujitano are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of network printing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of Fujitano to 
Takimoto et al in order to obtain a method of validating a user prior to a network 
request. The motivation for doing so would be to check a permission prior to submitting 
job information. 

With respect to claim 32, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 27, wherein the authority of the user to use the printing apparatus is set for 
each of functions of the printing apparatus (see col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 19). 

With respect to claim 33, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 32, further comprising means for modifying printing conditions of the print job so 
that the printing conditions exclude a printing condition using a function that the user is 
not authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and modify the database, col. 4, 
lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 34, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 32, further comprising means for modifying a printing condition of the print job 
which condition uses a function that the user is not authorized to use so that the printing 
condition uses only a function that the user Is authorized to use (the user is authorized 
to read and modify the database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 35, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 32, further comprising means for requesting the user to modify printing 
conditions of the print job so that the printing conditions exclude a printing condition 
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using a function that the user is not authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and 
modify the database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 36, Takimoto et al disclose a terminal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 32, further comprising means for requesting the user to modify a printing 
condition of the print job which condition uses a function that the user is not authorized 
to use so that the printing condition uses only a function that the user is authorized to 
use (the user is authorized to read and modify the database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see 
col. 6. lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 37, Takimoto et al disclose a temninal apparatus as claimed 
in claim 32. wherein the information on the authority of the user set for each of the 
functions of the printing apparatus is obtained (see col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 19). 

Takimoto et al does not disclose presenting to the user before a request to 
execute the print job Is transmitted to the printing apparatus. 

Fujitano teaches a system that notifies a user of validation prior to requesting a 
print job from a service provider, see at least Figs. 8 and 9, and related disclosure. 

Takimoto et al and Fujitano are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of network printing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of Fujitano to 
Takimoto et al in order to obtain a method of validating a user prior to a network 
request. The motivation for doing so would be to check a permission prior to submitting 
job information. 
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With respect to claim 38, Tal<imoto et al disclose a printing method comprising 

the steps of: 

(a) setting authority (the user is authorized to read and modify the security 
database, col. 4, lines 26-30) of a user of a printing apparatus to use the printing 
apparatus; and 

(b) notifying (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b, col. 
3, lines 59-63) the user of information on the authority of the user to use the printing 
apparatus through an electrical signal via a network (network line (not shown), col. 4, 
lines 31-36). 

Takimoto et al does not disclose notifying a user prior to the transmission of the 
request to execute the print job to be printed by the printing apparatus. 

Fujitano teaches a system that notifies a user of validation prior to requesting a 
print job from a service provider, see at least Figs. 8 and 9, and related disclosure. 

Takimoto et al and Fujitano are analogous art because they are from the similar 
problem solving area of network printing. At the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to add the feature of Fujitano to 
Takimoto et al in order to obtain a method of validating a user prior to a network 
request. The motivation for doing so would be to check a permission prior to submitting 
job information. 

With respect to claim 39, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 38, wherein the network is a local area network (network line (not shown), col. 4, 
lines 31-36). 
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With respect to claim 40, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 38, wherein the printing apparatus performs said step (b) (server computer 2 
containing a security validating portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59-63 and are attached as 
discussed in col. 6, lines 62-67). 

With respect to claim 41 , Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 38, wherein said step (b) notifies the user of the information on the authority of the 
user to use the printing apparatus through a terminal apparatus (col. 5, lines 15-20). 

With respect to claim 42, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 38, wherein said step (b) notifies the user of a change in the authority of the user 
to use the printing apparatus when the change is effected (col. 5, lines 15-20). 

With respect to claim 43, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 38, wherein said step (b) notifies the user of an entry of the authority of the user to 
use the printing apparatus when the printing apparatus is newly introduced (col. 5, lines 
15-20). 

With respect to claim 44, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 38, further comprising the step of (c) determining whether to perform printing 
based on user information or job information included in a print job and on the authority 
of the user to use the printing apparatus (server computer 2 containing a security 
validating portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59-63). 

With respect to claim 45, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 44, wherein said steps (a) through (c) are performed by a processing operation of 
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a central processing unit (Examiner notes that it is well-ltnown for computing analysis of 
a system as that of Takimoto et al to be done by processor(s)). 

With respect to claim 46, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 44, further comprising the steps of: 

(d) inquiring (step S21 of Fig. 5) whether the user has the authority to use the 
printing apparatus; and 

(e) presenting the user (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 
22b, col. 3, lines 59-63) with a result of said step (d), wherein said step (b) notifies the 
user whether the user has the authority to use the printing apparatus when said step (d) 
is performed. 

With respect to claim 47, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 46, wherein said steps (d) and (e) are performed by a terminal apparatus (server 
computer 2, see Fig. 1). 

With respect to claim 48, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 46, wherein said step (d) is performed when a terminal apparatus is activated (the 
security data base is recorded on the file device (fixed disk) 23 on the server computer, 
and only the printer driver 22 on the server computer 2 can modify the security data 
base, col. 4, lines 45-48). 

With respect to claim 49, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 46, further comprising the step of (f) transmitting a request to execute the print job 
to the printing apparatus, wherein said step (d) is performed before said step (f) (print 
request analyzing portion 22a, col. 5, lines 3-14). 
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With respect to claim 50, Tal^imoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 49, wherein said step (f) is performed by a terminal apparatus (server computer 2, 
col. 3. lines 52-58). 

With respect to claim 51 , Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 49, wherein said steps (d) through (f) are performed by a processing operation of 
a central processing unit (the user is authorized to read and modify the security 
database, col. 4, lines 26-30) through an electrical signal via the network (network line 
(not shown), col. 4, lines 31-36). 

With respect to claim 52, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 46, wherein the authority of the user to use the printing apparatus is set for each 
of functions of the printing apparatus (see col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 19). 

With respect to claim 53, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 52, further comprising the step of (f) modifying printing conditions of the print job 
so that the printing conditions exclude a printing condition using a function that the user 
is not authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and modify the security 
database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 54, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 53, wherein said step (f) is performed by a terminal apparatus (the user is 
authorized to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, 
lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 55, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 52, further comprising the step of (f) modifying a printing condition of the print job 
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which condition uses a function that the user is not authorized to use so that the printing 
condition uses only a function that the user is authorized to use (the user is authorized 
to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14- 
23). 

With respect to claim 56, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 55, wherein said step (f) is performed by a terminal apparatus (server computer 2, 
col. 3, lines 52-58). 

With respect to claim 57, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 52, further comprising the step of (f) requesting the user to modify printing 
conditions of the print job so 1hat the printing conditions exclude a printing condition 
using a function that the user is not authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and 
modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 58, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 57, wherein said step (f) is performed by a terminal apparatus. 

With respect to claim 59, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 52, further comprising the step of (f) requesting the user to modify a printing 
condition of the print job (print request analyzing portion 22a, col. 5, lines 3-14) which 
condition uses a function that the user is not authorized to use so that the printing 
condition uses only a function that the user is authorized to use. 

With respect to claim 60, Takimoto et al disclose a printing method as claimed in 
claim 59, wherein said step (f) is performed (print request analyzing portion 22a, col. 5, 
lines 3-14) by a terminal apparatus. 
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Claim 61 is rejected for the same reason as claim 38. 
Claim 62 is rejected for the same reason as claim 39. 
Claim 63 is rejected for the same reason as claim 40. 
Claim 64 is rejected for the same reason as claim 41. 
Claim 65 is rejected for the same reason as claim 42. 
Claim 66 is rejected for the same reason as claim 43. 
Claim 67 is rejected for the same reason as claim 44. 

With respect to claim 68, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 67, wherein said program causes the computer to further execute the steps of: 

(d) inquiring (step S21 of Fig. 5) whether the user has the authority to use the 
printing apparatus; and 

(e) presenting the user with a result of said step (d), wherein said step (b) notifies 
the user whether the user has the authority to use the printing apparatus when said step 
(d) is performed (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b, col. 3, 
lines 59-63). 

With respect to claim 69, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 68, wherein the computer causes a terminal apparatus to perform said steps (d) 
and (e) (server computer 2 containing a security validating portion 22b, col. 3, lines 59- 
63). 

With respect to claim 70, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed In 
claim 68, wherein said step (d) is performed when a terminal apparatus is activated (the 
security data base is recorded on the file device (fixed disk) 23 on the server computer, 
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and only the printer driver 22 on the server computer 2 can modify the security data 
base, col. 4, lines 45-48). 

With respect to claim 71 , Takimoto et a! disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 68, wherein said program causes the computer to further execute the step of (f) 
transmitting a request to execute the print job to the printing apparatus, wherein said 
step (d) is performed before said step (f) (print request analyzing portion 22a, col. 5, 
lines 3-14). 

With respect to claim 72, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 71 , wherein the computer causes a terminal apparatus to perform said step (f) 
(server computer 2, col. 3, lines 52-58). 

With respect to claim 73, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed In 
claim 71, wherein said steps (d) through (f) are performed through an electrical signal 
via the network (via a network line (not shown), col. 4, lines 31-36). 

With respect to claim 74, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 68, wherein the authority of the user to use the printing apparatus is set for each 
of functions of the printing apparatus (see col. 3, line 59 - col. 4, line 19). 

With respect to claim 75, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 74, wherein said program causes the computer to further execute the step of (f) 
modifying printing conditions of the print job so that the printing conditions exclude a 
printing condition using a function that the user is not authorized to use (the user is 
authorized to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, 
lines 14-23). 
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With respect to claim 75, Takimoto et a! disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 75, wherein the computer causes a terminal apparatus to perform said step (f) 
(server computer 2, col. 3, lines 52-58). 

With respect to claim 75, Takimoto et a! disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 74, wherein said program causes the computer to further execute the step of (f) 
modifying a printing condition of the print job which condition uses a function that the 
user is not authorized to use so that the printing condition uses only a function that the 
user is authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and modify the security 
database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 75, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 77, wherein the computer causes a terminal apparatus to perform said step (f) 
(server computer 2, col. 3, lines 52-58). 

With respect to claim 75, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 74, wherein said program causes the computer to further execute the step of (f) 
requesting the user to modify printing conditions of the print job so that the printing 
conditions exclude a printing condition using a function that the user is not authorized to 
use (the user is authorized to read and modify the security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 
and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 80, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 79, wherein the computer causes a terminal apparatus to perform said step (f) 
(server computer 2, col. 3, lines 52-58). 
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With respect to claim 81 , Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 74, wherein said program causes the computer to further execute the step of (f) 
requesting the user to modify a printing condition of the print job which condition uses a 
function that the user is not authorized to use so that the printing condition uses only a 
function that the user is authorized to use (the user is authorized to read and modify the 
security database, col. 4, lines 26-30 and see col. 6, lines 14-23). 

With respect to claim 82, Takimoto et al disclose a storage medium as claimed in 
claim 81 , wherein the computer causes a terminal apparatus to perform said step (f) 
(server computer 2, col. 3, lines 52-58). 
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Claim 96 is rejected for the same reason as that of claim 14. 
Claim 97 is rejected for the same reason as that of claim 15. 
Claim 98 is rejected for the same reason as that of claim 16. 
Claim 99 is rejected for the same reason as that of claim 17. 
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Claim 1 18 is rejected for tlie same reason as tliat of claim 33. 
Claim 1 19 is rejected for the same reason as that of claim 34. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS„froQi,the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONtHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action Is not 
mailed; untilafter the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Lett whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7464. The examiner can normally be reached on 7-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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